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Howard R. Canter. Acting Director
U.5. Department of Energy

Office of Fissile Haterials

P.0. Box 23766

Washington. D.C. 20026-3786

Septemper 16. 1998

Re: SUPPLEMENT TO COMMENTS SUBMITTED DURING PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD.
SURPLUS PLUTONIUM DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT. SPD EIS

Dear Director Canter:

Biease include the following correspondence, submitted by facsimiie
transmission. as part of the officlal record of proceedings in the above
referenced public comment period. The Information discussed herein was not
available to me as of 9/15/98, and therefore. could not be inciuded in comments
of 9/15/98.

United States Enrichment Corporation was created under congressional mandate
of Energy Policy Act of 1992. In February of 1994 DOE published nctice to the
public in the Federal Register. USING A PINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT (FONSI),
that The Nuclear kegulatory Commission (NCR) would assume watch dog status of
both the Portsmouth Gaseous Diffusion Plant and the Paducah Gaseous Diifusion
Plant due to transfer from public ownership (under DOE) to privatescommerciai
operations (under NRC). [ submitted comments objecting to agency intent which
included objection to the agency’s use of a FONSI: finaing of fact of ne
signiticant impact! The rational, I was later Informed. was that environmental,
health and safety lmpacts, and risks to the general public would be the same
conditions as previously existed under DOE oversight and management.

As stated in correspondence of 9/15/98 to the agency, DOE is prolific in
production of documents, hoiding public information meetings, and making
documents, upon request, available to interested members of the pubiic. DOE
maintains an information center in close proximity to the Porismouth Gaseous
Diffusion Plant. NRC has no such public involvement and public intormation
process. HNRC, in fact. refused to accept comments from me, personally, which
pertained to the Portamouth Gaseous Diffusion Plant BECAUSE 1 HAD NO STATUS,
ACCORDING TO NRC DETERMINATION. AS A DIRECTLY AFFECTED PARTY!! It i3 noteworthy
herein that NRC has since ‘modified" its pubiic comment periods on nuclear power
plants TO ALLOW COMMENTS FROM ONLY DIRECTLY AFFECTED PARTIES which NRC interprets
to be groups and/or individuals who live in proximity of the individual nuclear
power plants and who can demonstrate their status as directly affected parties in
NRC proceedings. Contrary to Administrative Procedure Act (which states, among
other things, that any citizen, taxpaver, and/cr interested party MAY SUBMIT
COMMENT AND PARTICIPATE in proceedings,) to the best ot my knowledge. NRC has
continued to preclude parties from proceedings if NRC determines these parties to
lack status as defined by HRC.

NRC APPARFNTLY ALSO DETERWINES WHAT 13 AND. OF FOUAL INPORTANGE. WHAT 18 NOT

TO DISCUSS TROUBLED NUCLEAR PLANTS!!! NRC failed to include

MD280-1 General SPD EIS and NEPA Process

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s remarks concerning policies of NRJ.
However, DOE has no authority in matters pertaining to policies and practicqg
of NRC.

[

DOE acknowledges the commentor’'s remarks concerning operations ft
Portsmouth and Paducah. As described in Section 1.5, DOE may elect to yse
depleted uranium hexafluoride stored at these gaseous diffusion plants fo
produce the uranium dioxide that would serve as feed material during
fabrication of MOX fuel and for the ceramic immobilization process.
Approximately 0.04 percent (145 t [160 tons]) of DOE’s current inventory of
depleted uranium hexafluoride would be used annually for this purposdg.
Environmental analyses supporting this SPD EIS used Portsmouth as|a
representative source for depleted uranium hexafluoride. As discussed jn
Chapter 4 of Volume 1, no major environmental effects would result from thg
use of depleted uranium hexafluoride in the production of uranium dioxide.

USEC was created by Congressional mandate under Title IX of the Energ
Policy Act of 1992. As described in Section 1202, USEC was created fo
several purposes, one of which is to maximize the long-term value of USEC {
the Treasury of the United States. There is no conspiracy involving DOE t
misuse public funds in the matter of USEC or any other matter.

Yo T

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s remarks concerning the requirement f
environmental impact statements at Portsmouth and Paducah. As discus{
in Section 1.8.1, environmental conditions at Portsmouth and Paducah &
described in th€&inal Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement for
Alternative Strategies for the Long-Term Management and Use of Depletd
Uranium HexafluoriddDOE/EIS-0269 April 1999).
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discussion of satety concerns at both the Portsmouth and Paducah Piants “to avoid
emparrassment on the day atter the plants were soid to the public.*
ATTACHMENT I.

To clartfy: both plants were publlc property (government ownership) until
they were transterred to USEC beginning in 1994 (privatization), and then, in
19968 USEC offered stock in both the plants for sale to private investors in
public oftering!! The "transfer® of government/public property to USEC was
estimated to be $i.4 BILLION DOLLARS In property and technology. It is most
interesting that NRC FAILED TO INCLUDE WHAT THE COMMISSION KNEW TO BE "PROBLEMS"
at the Ports and Paducah Piants in semi-annual *information" session heid by KRC
the day after public stock offering. It 13 also most interesting that private
investors bought what the American taxpayers already owned and had paid for
resulting from the "privatization" process!! The term ‘complicity’ as reterenced
in comments of 9/15/98 certalniy seems to apply to this wheeling and dealing with
puplic funds by DOE/USEC/NRC.

In turther ‘complicity,” DOE falled to require an Environmentai Impact

Statement which fully addressed environmental problems PRIOR TO TRANSFER TO USEC
at the Portsmoutn and Paducah Gasecus Diffusion Piants during the *privatization
process.” Likewise, NRC has failed to reveal/disciose known probiems to both the
pubiic, and the private Investors who purchased stock in the plants only one day
prior to NRC's semi-annual "information" session!
See ATTACHMENT II, paragraph 7. Note that safety concerns not discliosed by NRC
included potential risks/damage from earthquake at one plant and potential risk
of "unintended® nuclear chain reaction from storage of too much uranium in one
place!

An interested party, citizen, and/or taxpayer might weil ask what agency, if
any, is protecting the publlc health, safety, and property in the process peing
practiced at these uranium plants?!? From personal expetience,
kill-the-messenger is descriptive of the response to my questions regarding the
operational satety, environmental legacy, risks to the pubilc and workers, and
'wisdom of 1.4 Billion dollar taxpayer glfts to private interests from multiple
agencies! The goals of ‘SHOOT-AT-THE-CORPSE’ -

i) silencing others on the scene from revealing the real perpetrators- and 2)
making guilt dispensable- appear to be pertinent issues for comment.

In conclusion, I would respectfully remind the agency that DOE Is mandated
by various federai laws, other than Energy Policy Act of 1992, wnich require the
agency to represent the best long term interests of the public and the nation.

o SUMIM
Diana I. Cal':14— (Note: formerly Known as Diama Salisbury)

7019 Ashridge Arnhelm Koad
Sardinia, Ohio 45171 (937) 446-2763

Attachment -

(via telecopjer transmissionto _J- S OO~ IR O —I/5 g ¢
on 9}/4» 7957 , and by, The U.S. Postal Service, reguiar
mall, postdoe prebaid on 9/16/98.
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' ;THE C.«;;;NZA; I(E}N;m;); A-7
i Secrecy

faulted

; ‘BY MATTHEW L. WALD
: The New York Times

. WASHINGTON — The Nu-
+ clear Regulatory Commission
2 ANRC) has kept quiet about its
- safety concerns over two urani-
um fuel processing plants in
order to avoid embarrassment
on the day after the plants were
sold to the public, a nuclear
watchdog group said Tuesday.
;_‘, Documents obtained by the
oup, the Union of Concerned
ientists (UCS), show that the
NRC, which oversees civilian
uuclear operations and some
-Energy Department plants, had
ny safely concerns, inchuding
w well one plant would with-
:sland an earthquake and wheth-
+ er operators took adequate pre-
*cautions to prevent the storage
+of too much uranium in one
ce, which could cause an un-
nded nuclesr chain reaction
essentially 2 small explosion.
#: The plants, in Portsmouth,
hio, and Paducah, Ky., which

:on plants

Weapons, naval propulsion reac-
and civilian power plants,

ergy Department spun them
if as the U.S. Enrichment
P,

The management team that
the two plants before the
_'no{r now runs the corpora-
08,

The NRC held one of its
ice-a-year public sessions.to
iscuss troubled nuclear plants
Yhe day after the sale was coni-
pleted but did not discuss the
“wo plants,
1 “Investors are supposed to
e their own decistons, what
g&kt}w) ve comforiable with,”
id David Lochbaum, a nuclear
nginger with the UCS. “But
¥ £an oniy.dothat when :%)ey
w.g-clear-ides pfithe. nisics.
CNEL §pokesman William
er said the commissioners

gere familiar with the plants’
3 roblems from previous re-

Attaed ot [
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Howard K. Canter. Acting Diregtor
U.5. Lepartment or Energy

urfice of Fissiie Materials

P.0. Box 23786

Washington, D.C. 20026-3786

Septemper 15, 19%9g

ke: PUBLIC COMMENT, SURPLUS PLUTONIUM ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
(3FD EIS»

Dear Director Canter:

Pleage ingiuge this correspondence &S part of the agency's otficial
record of proceedings in the above referenced matter.

Due to considerable demands upon both my time ana energy trom other
matters, 1 am submitting what [ consider {o be comments that address the
cruciai (Ssues in the agency s SPD EIS generally rather than
specifically.

The agency cbviously must take responsibility for deing sometning,
l.e.. 1naction 18 not a reagsenable altfernative in the "solution” 1o
piutoniwn disposition, DOE has produced prolific intormation for puplic
comment on the agency’'s proposed actions. This comment is KOT 1ntenasg 1
as criticiam of the agency’s SPD EIS. Rather. LUE is providing
intormation necessary for "informed' public participation and. for that.
deserves to be commended.

SPD Draft EIS makes2 numerous references to technology In the
gevelopment or yet-to-be-developedsavailable stages. The public cannot
make comment on the 'wisdom or appropriateness of technoiogy not known
to the pubile. Although, DOE appears to have knowledge of technoiocay
that s so-to-sSpeak coming down the road. Likewise, DUE makes muitipie 2
references in Draft SPD EIS to commer<ial facllities, especliaiy
commercial tacilitles for Hazardous Waste treaiment, stocage, and
disposal. The agency appears to be strongly leaning toward
incinerator/reduction to ash as one such commercial facility/ solution .

DOE does. in fact, acknowledge that agency actions In plutonium
disposition will result in multiple other actions which will occur
directly and indirectly as consequences of DIOE decision-making. UUE 1is.
in fact and iaw, required to fully addresses these impacts-consequences
in dratt EIS. Transfer of materials to commercial facillties does not
relieve DOE of NEPA mandate and/or agency regpongibllity to the pupiic,
numerous affected and to-be-affected communitles, the environment. ang 3
the nation's safety and security. DOE has, in fact, co-operated with
multiple federal, state, and local agencies, and proposed in draft EIS
to continue this considerable "co-operatlon.' Transiated into simple
terms members of the public can comprehend, DUE has higtoricaliy SHARED
THE PUBLIC’S FUNDS WITH OTHER AGENCIES IN PLANNING, CONSTRUCTING. AND
UPERATING FACILITIES (implementing ~sSolutions’’ such as the ones
described in draft EIS.

—1-

MD192-1 General SPD EIS and NEPA Process

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for DOE’s public outreach angl

providing information necessary for informed public participation. In
Sections 2.5 and 4.2, the No Action Alternative and its environmental impact
is described as required by 40 CFR 1502.14. This description makes clear
the public and decisionmakers the environmental impacts of taking no actio
rather than implementing the proposed action.

MD192-2 General SPD EIS and NEPA Process

The methods DOE proposes to use for surplus plutonium disposition ar
based on proven and well-understood technologies. Technological wor
cited in this SPD EIS is work required to adapt those technologies to th

disposition of surplus plutonium and the engineering studies required t¢

design the disposition facilities to meet specific program needs. Basic scien(
or proof of principal scientific work is required to implement the surplus
plutonium disposition program.

Hazardous waste management is discussed in Hazardous Waste section
Chapter 4 of Volume | and Section 1.8.2. DOE plans to handle hazardoy
waste generated as a result of the surplus plutonium disposition program
accordance with the decisions made onRhel Waste Management
Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement for Managing Treatment,
Storage, and Disposal of Radioactive and Hazardous Waste
(DOE/EIS-0200-F, May 1997). The decision on hazardous waste, excludin
wastewater, was to continue to use off-site facilities for treatment at all site
except ORR and SRS, where a combination of off-site and existing on-sit
facilities may be used.

MD192-3 General SPD EIS and NEPA Process

The term “cooperating agency” in this EIS has a narrower sense than th
used by the commentor. DOE’s use of the term is in accordance with th
definition stipulated in 40 CFR 1501.5: another Federal agency that hal
jurisdiction by law and/or has special expertise with respect to any
environmental issue.
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Co-operating local, state, and federal agencies are too numerous to
mention in brief comments. However. implementation requires
considerabie funding to and distrubed by Departments of Transportation
clogal, state, anq federal) for highway infrastructure proJects, HUL
requires funding (for distribution’ to build housing required ouring
tacility construction phase, stec, Furthermore, numerous state and local
agencies have “re-alianed" and "re-organized® in the process ot
implementing “solutions’. Recycling and waste reduction tunding appears
to be most abundant for distribution in Ohic. The Brown County (Unio:
Board of Commissioners are tne arantees of a recyeilng arant received by
the Hiohland County (Ohio) Board of Commissioners (making the Hignlana
County Board grantees of funds and grantors to the Brown County Board ot
Commissioners>!!! Obviously, the Brown County Board of Commissioners as
grantees will not directly impiement the recyciing grant: 1t 18 to oe
passea through (granted againj to Adams/Brown Recyciing, Inc. a
not-for-profit! [ have noted to the Brown County Board of Commissioners
tnat Ohio kevised Code, Section 1702 prohibits the Board trom acting as
a conguit for state or federal funds in Civil Case No. ¥70zdi, Brown
County Court of Common Fleas, and again. in Administrative Petition ot
8/14,98. Ag of the date of this corcespondence, I have recelved no
response from the Board of Commissioners to 8/14/98 Aaministrative
Fetition.

DOE may, but should not, consider previous paragraph as
distraction/off-the-point in DOE decision-making issue(s), Brierly
stated. the multitude of agencles, governmental units, not-for-profits,
guasi-governmental agencies, and privatespublic partnerships ARE ALL 3
COOPERATING AGENCIES AND STAKEBOLDERS IN FUNDING DISTRIBUTIGON(3)!
LIKEWISE, THEY ARE CO-UPERATORS IN DECISION-MAKING ANL IMPLEMENTING.
The public has, figuratively speaking, considerable difficulty in
getting a toot-in-the-door in the decision-making process with so many
insiders aiready huddied inside and polsad to Spring Into various
related act|on(s)

In conclusion, [ am quoting from Georaie Anne Geyer's editoriai
comment in today's CINCINNATI ENQUIREE:

Where [ came from, on the South 31ge of Chicago, complicity
meant more than simply Involving others-or peing invoived oneseif
-in an act, innocent, criminal, or in-between. it denoted the
old Matia idea of having everybody ‘shoot at the corpse  so
1) nobody would talk about the real perpetrator of a ¢rime ana
2y quilt was dispensable. ATTACHMENT I. *The Quintessential ton
Han"

The subject of Ms., Geyer s editorial is the American president,
however. the substance of her observations are focused upon the shaping
of public policy, and the considerable art of poiitics invoivea in
making S0 many aulity of ‘complicity in following-the-ieader, DOE 13,
in fact and practice, participating in “shoot-at-ghe-gorpse
decision-making with considerable tederal (taxpayers doilars invoiveg 1n
the process! The public deserves public hearings ana decis:ion-making
procegs with considerably more access and much 1ess complicity.

-z2-

MD192
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Thank you for opportunity to comment on dratft SPD ElS and for
agency policy which allows for distribution of information ailowing 3
(somewhat) intformed comment.

Fespectiul ly submitied,

Qﬁﬁy ( &@ 4B

lana 1. Cahai} thote: formerly known as Diana Salisbury)
7G1% Asnridwe Acnheim koad
sardinla, Ohio 45171

(9372 446-2763 telephone or 446-4616 fax

Attachment

¢VIA: THE U.8. POSTAL SERVICE, REGULAR MA [L,_POSTAGE PREFAID 0N
$/15/98, l}ND ?/LECUPIER TRANSMISSION To /- F e — .20~
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Editor: FPeter Bronson

Phone: 768-8359 Fax: 768-8610

A6 TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 15.1998

GEORGIE ANNE GEYER

THE CINCINNAT! ENQUIRER

DITORIAL PAGE

FOUNDED 1841 ® A GANNETT NEWSPAPER

Clinton makes us complicit in his lies

The quintessential con man

WASHINGTON — Not only
are the problems of Bill Clin-
ton’s decadent presidency still
out there, but so too are the
questions: Why does he do
these things? Where will his
wanton habits lead this coun-
try? And, above all, why do so
many Americans remain so ten-
tative about making judgments
about his admitted actions?

Of the billions of words that
have been written (none of
them, 1 contest, very gratify-
ing), I note that one key word
has not been used. The word is
“complicity.”

,}( Where | come from, on the

South Side of Chicago, complic-
ity meant more than simply
involving others — or being
involved onesell — in an act,
innocent, criminal or in-be-
tween. It denoted the old Mafia
idea of having everybody
“shoot at the corpse™ so 1)
nobody could talk about the real
perpetrator of a crime and 2)
guilt was dispensable.

The case of this American
president is reminiscent of dic-
tators or autocratic leaders
who are essentially dema-
gogues, “charismatic” authori-
ties and (perhaps above all) con
men. They tie their malleable
followers to them by making
the folowers dependent upon
them and by giving them the
impression that they are inexo-
ragly involved jn the decisions,
$0 much so that, even when the
leaders fail, the followers can-

_not easily divest themselveg.of |
responsibility,

Above all, their tie to the
people is emotional, nut rational
and not intellectual, and that
truth lies at the heart of the
complicitous bond. With emo-
tions it is far more difficult to
cut ties. You cannot just say, “I
disagree and thcrefore |
leave.” You are ticd forever, or
you break away at the cost of
substantial moral and physical
trauma. You, after all, are the
one who chose (or 50 you
think!) to believe for so long.

Bill Clinton's ability to make
the people around him complici-
tous in his actions and fate is, of
course, infinitely inferior to the
real historical complicity-mon-
gers such as Fidel Castro or
Joseph Stalin. Castro tied peo-
ple to him so tightly that many
of those who did break with him
spent years trying painfully to
reconstruct themselves, while
Stalin's emotional and ideologi-
cal tyranny was of such power
that his closest followers got up

in Russian courts in the 1930s

and, though innocent, con-

demned themselves to death.
They could not admit, as some
communists said even this past
decade, that their lives had
been lived in the service of a
false idol.

Admittedly, Bill Clinton is a
poor man's charismatic leader,
compared 1o those masters of
the craft. Yet he has many of
the same characteristics: the
same dependence upon rhetoric
over reality and the same quint-
essential con man’s ability to
make people want to believe, to
cite Lwo,

How else can one explain the
degree to which so many Amer-
icans still need to believe in him
so much that they refuse to
condemn him? How can anyone
really understand the troubling
reality that virtually none of his
White House *‘team’" have re-
signed in protest over his ac-
tions?

They have all become his
amoral accomplices.

How, too, can one explain
Hillary? [f she didn't know
about Monica, she is too dumb
and unperceptive to be first
lady. Of course she did. But she
made a Fauslian pact with the
devil many years ago that Bill
Clinton would give her the po-
litical charisma to fuel her own
abundant ambitions.

She made herself complici-
tous, and now there is no exit.

What is troubling is that, as
the great German sociologist
Max Weber wrote in the last

century, the charismatic con
men come to power (Weimar
Germany, czarist Russia, pre-
Castro Cuba) when a people is
weak and disheartened. What
does that say about so many
Americans’ amoral need to be-
lieve in this obviously flawed
man today? In their willingness
to cede their judgment to him?

What is troubling, too, is
that so many Americans have
accepted the Clintons’ cynically
distorted interpretation of life.
They really believe there is no
difference between one man’s
love affair and a leader’s sexual
predatoriness.

On the other hand, it is rela-
tively easy to defeat these lead-
ers if people have enough will
to overcome their feelings of
guilt and of self-imposed com-
plicity. All they need to do is
withdraw. That is the death
knell for the charismatic leader,
who in the end is also totally
dependent upon them.

That hasn’t happened yet,
but as more of his disgraceful
conduct is revealed, it very well
may. Until then, those Ameri-
cans who need so badly to be-
lieve in Bilt Clinton are shooting
at the corpse.

Georgie Anne Geyer is a Wash-
ington-based, syndicgted colum-
nist. Readers may write to her
c/o Universal Press Syndicate,
4900 Main St., Kansas City,
Mo. 64112.

0IYO—SasuUodsay pue sUaLWNIOd JUSWILWIOD



88¢€—¢

STAND oF AMARILLO , INC.
HARRIET MARTIN

Pace 10F 2
bugus] 15, 0272
us @(/aM’ Lo
Oﬁﬁ},c ﬁ‘fh‘/f /L/.;ZZM./: 0/5/765‘&4‘%

PO Boyx 23+76
M/astw.,,?m OC 2002¢-3328¢

/(&" 'Dﬂ“@ Alaaz'u)*) o2
P/u/mfcuu.
&“M!V/o, ’exas -
7o WS dpt o 2“,,;7 .

As a ﬁu«.u. AMI'M 174;«@“'//0. 71’, 4«4{
?Dmfmu STAN Y, T aa t(n('/r'j
express Oplutne flhat- processiw
/D/tcfml‘m :?4[/«0&4:7412:1 S/’cm&., Smj/v\ M*JL
weatfeq, o, a;? scade. whatroeves, s Coetran, fo
COMnuore stu M&(Mfw: ble. +v Ha [o?a,(
Tbt [excas Vowbineesld, a ‘

Prokectine s oo . ol
5&014441“—?".6@_ o /2 Qe /—How ’ d—«‘a(
alt:s/‘ds(%ﬁ/u ol fiq/; Lo e

74414.«6[ %—&\‘ l:F‘ Ctu'AZJ.ut‘uq.Jég( ‘é_7 Wr%\

Io/«-w‘uucu-m_ ot d Gu_ mw«% {
fld's WT.; ceceed, /a-kf':.(ﬁ( L C:jz;/fr:'é

e et pasa

et

- T L, sacl a«a(_ey«razﬁ

/)raeersfa) - @j‘arf//, V473

MDO021

MDO021-1 Alternatives

surplus plutonium disposition facilities at Pantex. The analyses presented
Section 4.26.3.2.2 indicate that the normal operation of these facilities woul
likely have minor impacts on human health, agriculture, and livestock:

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s opposition to siting the proposeI

Sections 4.17.1.4 and 4.17.2.4 address the potential radiological and hazardg

chemical effects of the maximum-impact alternative on workers and the publi
at Pantex; Appendix J.3, the potential contamination of agricultural products
and livestock, and consumption of these products by persons living withir
an 80-km (50-mi) radius of Pantex. Decisions on the surplus plutonium
disposition program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyse
technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input.
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MD021-2 DOE Policy

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s opposition to the industrial use of
plutonium, the production of plutonium in general, and MOX fuel fabrication.
The United States no longer produces plutonium and DOE is not proposin
any option to make a profit. The goal of the surplus plutonium disposition]
program is to reduce the threat of nuclear weapons proliferation worldwid
by conducting disposition of surplus plutonium in the United States in ar
environmentally safe and timely manner. Converting the surplus plutoniuny
into MOX fuel and using it in domestic, commercial reactors is an effective
way to accomplish this.

«Q

1%

DOE analyzed numerous alternative disposition technologies$tdtege

and Disposition PEISImmobilization and MOX fuel fabrication were chosen
by DOE as the best options to further analyze in this SPD EIS. MOX fue
fabrication is not a new technology. The fabrication of MOX fuel and its use
in commercial reactors have been accomplished in Western Europe. This
experience would be used for disposition of the U.S. surplus plutonium.
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